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Fig. ES1. Intercomparison of size distribution measurements during the intensive sampling period at the 
Centreville site, for quality-control purposes. (left) Volume distributions. (right) Number distributions. (top) 
Ambient measurements taken on 22 Jun 2013. (bottom) Measurements taken on 2 Jul 2013. All measurements 
were taken using scanning mobility particle sizers.
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Fig. ES2. Intercomparison of organic aerosol mass concentration measurements during the intensive sampling 
period at the Centreville site, for quality-control purposes. The instruments compared include three aerosol 
mass spectrometers, one thermal–optical instrument (Sunset), and one aerosol chemical speciation monitor.
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Fig. ES3. Monthly trends in organic carbon at the Centreville site from 2000 to 2012. Black dots indicate indi-
vidual measurement values within each month. The red line indicates the local regression best fit calculated 
using the loess function in R (https://www.r-project.org/).
